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Bowen LJ. is that in many legal systems an association of
persons may be endowed with the attribute of legal personality
without any express statutory incorporation or anything corre-
sponding to it. Thus in Continental countries many unin-
corporated associations, including partnerships, are persons in
the eye of the law. In these cases, it is to be presumed that the
status ascribed to the association by the law of the country in
which it has been formed will be recognized by English courts.1
The correct role of the law of the domiciljn an English Function
action concerning a foreign corporation^ is well illustrated by
Metliss v.jNational Bank of Greece and Athens S.A..? where the
fects were as follows :	bx
v. National
sC:<^ In 1927 the National Mortgage Bank of Greece issued sterling Bank °f
mortgage bonds, repayable as to principal in 1957 with interest thereon
meanwhile. The bonds were guaranteed by the National Bank of
Greece. It was agreed that questions arising between the bank and
bondholders should be settled by arbitration in London in accordance
with English law. No interest was paid after April 1941. In 1949 a
Greek decree imposed a moratorium suspending all obligations and
rights of action upon the bonds, and another decree in 1953 dissolved
the guarantor bank and amalgamated it and the Bank of Athens (which
had hitherto been unconnected with the bonds) into a new banking
company under the style of the National Bank of Greece and Athens
— the defendants in the instant case. This decree provided that the
new bank should be the 'universal successor' to the rights and obliga-
tions of the former banks.
The Bank of Athens, having traded in England before its amalga-
mation, had acquired assets which were still in the country, and there-
fore the plaintiff, one of the bondholders, brought an action against the
defendant bank for the recovery of arrears of interest, contending that
it had succeeded to the obligations of the now defunct guarantor bank.
The first defence was that no action lay against the defendant
bank, since it had not been a party to the issue of the bonds.
In order to answer this, it thus became necessary to examine
Greek law which alone was competent to pronounce whether
the 'statutory creature1 that it had created was an available
debtor to the plaintiff. It was admitted that the English court
was bound to recognize the Greek dissolution of the banks and
the birth of the newly formed National Bank of Greece and
Athens into which those banks had been amalgamated. The
only arguable question was whether there was an equal duty
1	rQvHcllfeldv.&cMtzer cndMa$erFrcre$ W Co., [1914] i Ck 748.
2	The Times Newspaper, 13 July 1956 (before Sellers J.); [1957] * 6-B- 35
(C JL) ; [i 95 8] A.C 509 (HXL) For a discussion, see 34 B.T3JJL. 406-8.

